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school integration plan. The decision under-
scored the Court’s impatience with contin-
ued federal court involvement in school de-
segregation cases.

In a third case involving a Georgia redis-
tricting plan, the Court held that the use of
race as a ‘‘predominant factor’’ in drawing
district lines makes the districts presump-
tively unconstitutional. Many states, par-
ticularly in the South, had created majority-
black or hispanic districts in the last round
of redistricting in an effort to comply with
the federal Voting Rights Act. The Court’s
decision, however, raises doubts about the
constitutionality of most, if not all, of these
plans, and may lead to the election of fewer
blacks to Congress.

FEDERALISM

The Court also addressed fundamental
questions about the distribution of power be-
tween states and the federal government. In
one case, the Court overturned a federal law
banning gun possession within 1000 feet of a
school. Congress, in passing the law, had re-
lied on its constitutional powers to regulate
interstate commerce. The Court said Con-
gress failed to prove that gun possession at
or near schools had enough bearing on inter-
state commerce to justify federal involve-
ment. The decision marked a striking depar-
ture for the Court, which has, for the last 60
years, tended to defer to Congressional judg-
ment in this area. It is uncertain, however,
whether the decision signals a broader at-
tack on federal regulation under the Com-
merce Clause, or merely singles out a poorly
drafted law.

In another, closely-watched case, the Court
ruled that in the absence of a constitutional
amendment, states may not limit the num-
ber of terms that members of Congress may
serve. The decision had the effect of over-
turning term-limit measures approved in 23
states. The Court reasoned that the Con-
stitution had clearly set forth the qualifica-
tions for service in Congress—age, residency
and citizenship—and those qualifications
could not be further restricted by the states.
The House defeated a term limits amend-
ment earlier this year, but the issue will
likely be revisited next year.

OTHER KEY DECISIONS

The Court issued several other ground-
breaking decisions this term. In one case,
which will certainly have an impact on high
schools in Indiana and around the country,
the Court held that a school district may re-
quire that all students take drug tests as a
condition of playing sports. In a victory for
environmentalists, the Court held that fed-
eral regulators may stop private landowners
from developing their property in ways that
could destroy the habitat of endangered
wildlife species.

Two religion cases opened the door to
greater government accommodation of reli-
gious speech. First, the Court held that the
University of Virginia must provide a finan-
cial subsidy to a student religious publica-
tion on the same basis as other student pub-
lications. This marks the first time the
Court has ever approved government funding
for a religious activity. Second, the Court
ruled the Ku Klux Klan had a free speech
right to erect a cross in a state park in Ohio.

CONCLUSION

This Court is engaging in a very fundamen-
tal debate on the very nature and source of
the legitimacy of the national government.
Several of the Justices have said that the
federal government exists only to the extent
that the states permit it to do so. This Court
has a very deep skepticism about federal
power.

Conservatives now control the Court, and
even the left leaning Justices are hardly in

the same camp as Blackmun, Brennan or
Marshall. The Clinton appointments, Gins-
burg and Breyer, are moderate on economic
issues and fairly liberal on social issues.
What’s missing is a justice who sees the
Court as a way to promote social justice.
The new left is much more pragmatic than
the old left.

Whatever the center of the Court ideologi-
cally speaking, it can be said that the
present majority is fragile. The replacement
of a single justice could make a big dif-
ference in the dynamics of the Court.
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TRIBUTE TO MIGUEL ANGEL
AMADEO

HON. JOSÉ E. SERRANO
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Wednesday, July 19, 1995

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, today I join
the community organization 52 People for
Progress, Inc., to do honor to Mr. Miguel
Amadeo for his noteworthy musical and public
accomplishments. Mr. Amadeo is a dear per-
sonal friend and an invaluable member of our
South Bronx community.

Better known as Mike, he started his musi-
cal career at the age of 16. Since then, he has
composed over 200 songs. A humble man, his
talent has been shared with various prominent
Latino artists such as Johnny Albino, Cuarterto
Los Hispanos, Héctor Lavoe, Andy Montanez,
Willie Colon, and Celia Cruz, among others.

Besides being a gifted and prolific com-
poser, Mr. Amadeo is also a dedicated mem-
ber of our South Bronx community. He has
been a longtime supporter of the organization
52 People for Progress which aspires to im-
prove the conditions of the community through
music, culture, and art. He worked for 40
years serving customers at his record store,
Casa Amadeo, in the South Bronx. Indeed, in
the late 1970’s when businesses were fleeing,
Mike stayed, endured and continued to write
his songs and serve his loyal clientele.

The music of Miguel Amadeo has enlight-
ened and brought hope to thousands of listen-
ers. His gentle nature has changed the lives of
many individuals who have been touched by
him. It is not frequent that we find both, musi-
cal talent and commitment to the community,
in one individual.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to recognize citi-
zens like Mr. Amadeo, who with their talent,
fortitude, diligence, and relentless dedication
give back to their community and set an ex-
ample for others to follow. Today, Mike will re-
ceive a well deserved public recognition in the
same community theater he helped to build. I
ask my colleagues to join me and the South
Bronx community in conveying best wishes
and deep gratitude to Mr. Miguel Amadeo.
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CHEE COMMISSION
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Wednesday, July 19, 1995

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Speaker, today I, along
with members of the Alabama and Georgia

delegations, rise to introduce a measure on
behalf of the Historic Chattahoochee Commis-
sion, a State agency of both Alabama and
Georgia.

On October 14, 1978, President Carter
signed Public Law 95–462 which granted the
consent of Congress to the Historic Chat-
tahoochee Compact between the States of
Alabama and Georgia. Earlier, both States
had passed identical legislation to authorize
the creation of this compact for the operation
of the Historic Chattahoochee Commission.
The Commission, a bi-State heritage tourism
agency, serves 11 Georgia and 7 Alabama
counties along the lower Chattahoochee River.

At present, the Historic Chattahoochee
Commission’s board nomination process is
cumbersome. The commission’s 28 board
members—14 from each State—are appointed
‘‘* * * by the historical commission or organi-
zation or similar historical body or other des-
ignated authority in each of the counties rep-
resented by the Commission who shall be
bona fide residents and qualified voters of the
party states.’’ In some counties, there are no
historical or preservation groups and organiza-
tions. In other countries, there are two or three
historical or preservation organizations. Coun-
ty or city governments and even some tourism
or commerce organizations have been called
upon to nominate board members in counties
without historical or preservation groups. This
process is often confusing and time consum-
ing. In an effort to resolve this inefficiency, the
Historical Chattahoochee Commission’s board
of directors proposed to amend the interstate
compact to simplify the commission’s board
selection procedures. This legislation seeks to
ease this process.

In 1993, the Alabama Legislature approved
Act 93–643 and the Georgia General Assem-
bly endorsed Act 326 which amended the His-
torical Chattahoochee Commission’s interstate
compact to provide for a different board selec-
tion process. This amendment, and the legis-
lation I am introducing today, specifies that

The Commission shall consist of 28 mem-
bers who shall be bona fide residents and
qualified voters of the party states and coun-
ties served by the Commission. Election for
vacant seats shall be by majority vote of the
voting members of the Commission board at
a regularly scheduled meeting.

On August 19, 1993, the Alabama Attorney
General’s office rendered an opinion that the
Historical Chattahoochee Commission,

* * * cannot use the amended version of
the enabling legislation to select new board
members until the consent of Congress is
given by the amending of Public Law 95–462.

On February 2, 1994, the Georgia Attorney
General’s office issued an opinion that:

* * * the Georgia amendment expressly re-
quires that both the Georgia and Alabama
amendments of the Historic Chattahoochee
Compact be approved by Congress prior to
becoming effective. Without such approval,
the Commission does not have the authority
to act under the Georgia or Alabama amend-
ment.

With this requirement in mind, it is with
pleasure that I join with my colleagues Rep-
resentative BEVILL, Representative BISHOP,
Representative BROWDER, Representative
CRAMER, and Representative HILLIARD in see-
ing that the amendment to the Historical Chat-
tahoochee Commission’s interstate compact
becomes effective. Senator SHELBY has intro-
duced S. 848 in the Senate and he is joined
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